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®% CONFERENCE 


THIRD CAMP 
MOVEMENT 
SET ON FOOT 


CONFERENCE in London last week- 
end set on foot a movement to work 
for the idea of the Third Camp. 


The conference, which was called on an 
individual basis, was attended by people 
representative of many organisations and 
points of view. Yet there was remarkable 
unanimity among them. 

All were convinced that the times demanded 
the creation of an alliance between all those 
outside the war camps of the East and the 
West who work for a peaceful and democratic 
world. 

Allen Skinner, Editor of Peace News, open- 
ing the conference said that circumstances had 
forced many people into active support for 
either American capitalist foreign policy or 
the policy of the Communist East. 

But there were many among the supporters 
of the Communist parties in Europe who were 
not real Communists in the sense that they 
could endorse the way of life in Russia, and 
wish to see it in their own countries. 

They supported Communist policies because 
they thought them to be more peace-inclined 
than the policies of the West. 

The West also had its fellow-travellers, those 
who backed the sterile policy of ‘ negotiation 
through strength” because they thought it 
would bring peace. Both these groups were 
mistaken in their hopes, but they represented 
a large body of people who were not really 
one hundred per cent. with the policy of war 
and a diplomacy of war threat. They were thus 
an important potential factor for the Third 


Camp. 
PEACE POLICY 


If there could come into being another 
alternative policy which spelled peace in a way 
that was not associated with the power objec- 
tives of either side, the polarisation of power 
which had come about through the cold war 
could be broken. 

The movement for a Third Camp was an 
attempt to do just that. 

For Britain a Third way policy would mean 
her disengagement from the power struggle. 
She could ally herself in spirit more and 
more with the neutral nations of Asia and the 
countries of the colonial world as they came to 
independence. The effect of this would be to 
extend the “peace area” of the world and 
increase its influence. 

The idea of the Third Way was directly 
opposed to the idea of a third bloc of 
powers. It did not rest on military force, and 
if there were to be disengagement for Britain, 
or any other country joining the Third Camp, 
that disengagement would have to be com- 
plete. 

The strength of the Third Camp nations 
would lie in their moral power not their 
military or even economic strength. There was 
the further strength of the disengaged nation 
—that it would no longer be a plum for the 
great powers and would have considerably 
more freedom in which to operate and spread 
its influence for peace. 


This freedom would make it possible—for 
the first time this century—for Britain to 
reconstruct her society in a way that would fit 
society to men and not the other way round 
as had been the case so far. 


COLONIAL FREEDOM 


Release from the restrictions of a war 
mentality and economy would release psycho- 
logical and material resources suffictent to 
bring about a transformation of the British 
social scene. 


One of the tasks in which Britain could 
immediately engage, indeed which she must 
not leave even till then, was the task of bring- 
ing to complete freedom all those peoples at 
present under British rule. 

The new economic and political policy at 
home would make it possible for Britain to 
be less dependent on colonial exploitation for 
her survival and so the compulsions to hang 
on to the colonies no matter what the cost, 
would be diminished. 

The Third Way would be distinguished by 
the fact that it sought solutions for the prob- 
lems of society and the world which were not 
based on power. The problem of the menace 
of power was the fundamental problem with 
which it had to grapple and as time went on, 
the ways and means of dealing with this 
problem would ‘become more and more 
apparent. 
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BRITAIN VERSUS THE H-BOMB 


EVERY DAY THE CAMPAIGN GROWS 


*% PARLIAMENT 


Civil Defence 


‘a facade’’ 
R. H. S. CROSSMAN 


UBLIC opinion has been delibe- 

rately misled by the Government 
about Civil Defence said Mr. R. H. S. 
Crossman, a Coventry MP, in the 
House of Commons this week. 


“ Militarily we are an H. or A-bomb carrier 
on behalf of someone else,” he said. 

“My Civil Defence, and here I believe I 
speak for Coventry City Council, would take 
the form of a British declaration that Britain 
is not going to manufacture H-bombs. 


“Tf she will not do that, then, at least, she 
should pledge herself not to use these weapons 
unless they are used against us. 

“We should demand the same pledge of 
America. 

“Tf she refuses we should say, with great 
regret, ‘Go home, because this country is 
not prepared to expose itself to the crime of 
condoning a decision to use H-bombs first, 
while leaving the population unprotected *.” 

Mr. Crossman said that Coventry City 
Council had abolished its Civil Defence Com- 
mittee to protest against the ‘‘ facade.” 

“With the hydrogen bomb we are told to 
waste good money in deceiving whom? ” 

Speaking of the Government’s arrange- 
ments for coping with evacuation in the face 
of threatened air attack, Mr. Crossman said, 

“they do not have a vestige of a plan for 

defending our civilian population or rescuing 

it from extermination. That is why Civil 

Defence workers are not so enthusiastic 

today.” 

Public opinion had been deliberately misled, 
he continued. “It is a lie that everything is 
being done, because the Chiefs of Staff won't 
permit it. 

“Tf I am told that the Home Secretary is 
willing to fight the Service Chiefs to get the 
£400 million for the civil estimates I con- 
gratulate him as a great man. 

“But he was not given the job for that, but 
to deceive, and in order that his honesty 
could impress us and make us connive and 
permit this facade which my city council 
protests against.” 


*% MUNICIPALITIES 


“‘ Carrying the can 


for America” 


EYULL City Council last week passed a 
44 ‘resolution urging the Government to take 
all steps to persuade all governments to agree 
to the abolition of nuclear weapons. 

In the debate Ald. J. D. L. Nicholson said 
that this was the most serious topic of our 
time. 

“This isn’t a matter of politics. It is a 

matter of human life and existence. I 


@ ON BACK PAGE 
RIL 
Another ‘War Criminal’ dies = 


A little girl] named Sumie Yukuhiro 
died a few weeks ago of radiation in- 
juries which no one suspected until 
1953, but which were suffered when 
Sumie was only four and happened to 
be a mile and a half from the Hiro- 
shima A-bomb blast of August, 1945. 
—Churchman, USA, July 1954. 
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| *% PETITION 


Campaign extended 
to September 30 


"PHE Hydrogen Bomb National Campaign 
_Committee announce the extension of their 
petition campaign to September 30, 1954, in 
order to secure a greater number of signatories. 
Half a million copies of the petition form 
have gone out and a second half-million are 
now being dispatched. 

Seven thousand five hundred Roman 
Catholic Churches and convents are being 
circularised by the Committee who have so 
far reccived donations amounting to £1,164. 
This has covered campaign expenses to-date 
but approximately £1,000 worth of further 
printed matter is required. 

Enquiries about the campaign are coming 
in to their London office at 141 Victoria Street, 
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*% DEMONSTRATIONS 
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PACIFISTS INVADE|Kathleen Lonsdale 


ARSENAL TOWN 


“J BELIEVE that to make arms is 

wrong, that to use arms is wrong, 
and that where there are arms they will be 
used to kill men” said the Rev. Jeans 
Courtney, speaking at the gates of Wool- 
wich Arsenal on Saturday. 


The Rev. Jeans Courtney, Superintendent 
Minister of the Plumstead Circuit, and author 


LEEDS PROTEST | 


Leeds war-resisters assemble for a poster parade 
in protest against the military Tattoo recently 
held in their town. 


of the “ Passions of Man” and “ Hyde Park 
Questions,” was speaking at a _ meeting 
organised by the Non-violent Resistance 
Group, a group of pacifists who wish to see 
Britain relying not on armed force but on a 
policy of non-violent resistance, and the 
Eltham Peace Pledge Union Group. 

Around the walls of the Arsenal were ranged 
the posters which had been carried through the 
shopping streets and market place by members 
of the group: “Would you drop an H- 
bomb?” “Small Arms lead to Big Wars,” 
“Tractors not Tanks” and many more. 

The Rev. A. D. Belden (Congregationalist) 
said that future war meant the hydrogen bomb: 
it meant 14 million tons of TNT. And since 
whichever side first drops this bomb is the 
most likely to survive it meant that the nerves 
of the world would be set on edge until one 
side would say, “Let us drop the damn thing 
at all costs.” 

No peace through strength 

“The H-bomb is just the logical extension 
of preparation for war” said Stuart Morris, 
General Secretary of the Peace Pledge Union. 
One could not get peace through strength for 
an arms race always led to war and this time 
it would be war with the hydrogen bomb. 

There were two great problems in the 
world: the cold war and the fact that half the 
world was undernourished. He believed that 
the answer to both problems was the same. 


= Continued on back page 


tells it straight 


“(OHRISTIAN Pacifism and the Hydrogen 

bomb,” was the title of a talk broad- 
cast by Professor Kathleen Lonsdale, FRS 
on the BBC’s Third Programme last Monday 
and repeated the following evening. 


The following is an extract from the talk: 


I am speaking as a Christian pacifist, but my 
pacifism is not just a personal affair, and it 
1s by no means passive. 


believe that as a nation we should neither 
wage war nor prepare for war; but I am 
quite clear that disarmament alone is not a 
royal road to peace and world friendship. 
Even world disarmament would not be that. 


— 


would help to rid men of their present fear 
neuroses. It would help, because young 
people would no longer be trained to think 
of war as natural and almost inevitable. It 
would help, by putting to constructive use 
money, materials and scientific ingenuity 
that is now being pou-ed down the military 
drain. But it is not just a slick political 
solution of all our present dilemmas. 


All the same, I believe that from the political 
point of view it is now possible to make 
out a very powerful case indeed for a policy 
of active pacifism, beginning with total dis- 
armament, unilateral if need be. 


It is clear, now, that in a physical sense atomic 
war can never be the lesser of two evils, nor 
could it ever be likened to some vast police 
action in defence of the law or in protection 
of the weak. 

The classical concept of a “just war” postul- 
ates that the injuries to be anticipated from 
the war must not outweigh the injustices 
which have been or may be endured. 


The most defenceless nation, aggressively 
attacked because of its wealth, or because 
of its strategic position or because of a 
desire to impose some political or economic 
system upon its people, could not possibly 
suffer the physical injuries that participation 
in an atomic war would involve. It would 
not even be to the aggressor’s interest to 
damage the victim to such an extent. 


s * 


.. lf we wait until the world is Christian 
before we behave like Christians ourselves, 
then we shall wait for ever. 

If we go on teaching our young people that 
in order to preserve freedom, truth, justice 
and mercy, we must have conscription and 
security measures; we must have secret 
agents whose job is to live a lie; we must 
train boys in half a dozen ways of killing a 
man with their bare hands and must develop 
and perhaps use weapons that are more 
horrible than anything that we could have 
imagined, then it seems to me that we are 
going the most effective way to make sure 
that the next generation loses those ideals 
and becomes cynical or turns to Communism 
as a religion that does at least live up to its 
philosophy. 


% PEOPLE and PLACES 


“You can guess what the village thinks” 


[7 is not only in London and the big 
cities of Britain that the H-bomb 
campaign is making itself felt. 


In the little villages and market towns, 
Peace Pledge Union members and other Peace 
News readers are finding different ways of 
keeping the issue of peace before the public. 
Dr. Violet Jewson has recently moved from 
Norwich where she and her husband regularly 
sold PN in the town, to the little Norfolk 
village of Northwold. 


She writes to Peace News: 

“Up the PPU! The end of our house 
faces the main street and I always have a 
peace poster on a board hung on the wall. 

“T like to change them as often as pos- 
sible, so please send the H-bomb poster set 
advertised in Peace News. 

“We get our PN from the newsagent— 
we are the only order for it—so you can 
guess what the village thinks. However, I 
have never yet had one of my posters de- 
faced in any way.” 

Her son, a conscientious objector, too, has 
just finished two years alternative service as 
a Ward Orderly in a hospital. He distributed 
amongst the staff a dozen copies of the recent 
Peace News which contained the article by 
Dr. Alex Comfort, “ Our fate is in the hands 
of Mental Patients.” 

Dr. Jewson, of course, is a member of the 


S.W.1., from the USA, Holland, India and Medical Association for the Prevention of War. 


Australia. 


So too is Mr. J. J. Clarke, a student at 


Charing Cross Hospital. He wrote recently 
asking for copies of Peace News to be sent 
to two fellow students, and went on to tell us: 


“IT want to take this opportunity for 
giving Peace News a well deserved bouquet. 
It has started many rewarding discussions 
in our common-room, and furnished good 
information used in many more. 


“ Significantly, the most frequent reaction 
to the title, Peace News, has been “ Com- 
munist inspired!” This, by most students, is 
thought condemnation enough. 

“ However, not one student who could be 
induced to read more than the name failed 
to admit the objectivity of the newsmatter ; 
or to be convinced of the insanity of re- 
garding all pleas for disarmament and better 
international relations as cold war gambits. 

“T felt that no finer comment could be 
made on any paper than that fact.” 

In Little Marlow, Bucks, Dorothy Jameson 
keeps a copy of Peace News posted up outside 
her house. “I wish others would do this, too,” 
she writes. 

Big day for Bedford Peace Pledge Union 
Group came when the Daily Express held a 
Town Forum there with Freddie Grisewood, 
Gilbert Harding and Lady Pakenham. An 
urgent request for H-bomb leaflets came to 
ee News from the Secretary George Bur- 

ett? 

Heroine of the month, however, is Mrs. P. 
M. Butler of Chelsea who broke through the 
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“« APPEASEMENT ” 


N the course of the exercises in evasion that President 
Eisenhower went through at his press conference follow- 
ing the Washington talks with Sir Winston Churchill and 
Mr. Eden, he sought some assistance in the hoodoo word 
“ appeasement.” 


Co-existence must not mean appeasement, he sald; and 
appeasement, he explained, he was using in the sense of a willing- 
ness “to see any nation in the world, against its will, subordinated 
fo an outside nation.” 

* * 


Now the unreality and the insincerity involved in the use of 
the word in this sense is demonstrated by the fact that the 
President was capable of using it with this connotation at this 
time ; for he was not, of course, suggesting that the other nations 
of the world, including Russia and the USA, had been following 
a policy of appeasement in permitting the British to destroy the 
Government of British Guiana and impose a government that 
was more to its liking; nor did he mean that the rest of the 
world, including Russia and Great Britain, had been guilty of 
appeasement in permitting the Government of Guatemala to be 
destroyed by armed intervention from without. 


The word has become merely an incantation used as a means 
of substituting prejudice and hatred for thought and judgment. 


We are all acquainted with the violence that the Communists 
have done to truth by their use of words that are emotionally 
charged—or that they take care to charge by repetition. We see 
it on the other side of the struggle in the great love the 
chauvinist section of American opinion—which increasingly 
adopts the worst characteristics of the Communist outlook—has 
for the word appeasement. 


Before the word was used to characterise the attempt to 
maintain a peaceful world with Hitler Germany in it, a readiness 
to appease was a perfectly respectable, and even commendabie, 
thing, 

The primary sense the Oxford Dictionary gives for it is “To 
bring to peace, settle (strife, etc.), to calm (persons).” It derives 
from the same Latin root as “ peace,” which, so far, is only on 
the way to acquiring the same disrepute. 

Later uses given include propitating the angry, and satisfying 
demands, and although it is in these senses that the word has been 
associated with the event culminating in “Munich,” propitiating 
and the satisfying of demands have obviously a place in the 
process of bringing to peace. 

Indeed the most emphatic advocacy of appeasement is to be 
found in the Christian injunction: “ Agree with thine adversary 
quickly, whilst thou art in the way with him,” a piece of advice 
that has a particularly mordant application now the hydrogen 
bomb is in the world. 

* * 


The word appeasement is today used by war-minded people 
as a device for conveying without discussion the view that in 
Russian Communism the world is confronted with the same 
aggressive threat as with Hitlerism. As Communism has many 
characteristics in common with Nazi-ism it Is not difficult to 
convey this view by an unscrupulous use of emotionally charged 
words. 


? 

Although there is a great deal to be condemned, however, 

in Russian Communism, and although it is obviously capable of 

extending and strengthening its power by military action or by 

threat based on its capacity for military action (as are also, of 

course, America, Britain, France and other military powers) it 

is clearly in a completely different situation from Hitler Germany 
in regard to world war. 


Whatever were the causes that produced Hitlerism—and they 
were by no means confined to Germany—the stability of the 
whole Hitler structure depended upon a massive expansion of 
armaments, which in turn depended on the maintenance of a war 
psychology, with an ineluctable culmination in a war situation. 


There is nothing of this basic factor present in Russia, The 
stability of its cconomy does not in any sense depend upon arma- 
ments expansion ; indeed a diminution of armaments production 
would case rather than aggravate the Russian Government's 
problems. The idea that there is a parallel between the Russian 
situation today and the German situation of the between-war 
years is completely false. 

* 


* 


Indeed, the brutal fact is that the American economy today 
has a much closer affinity with that of Hitler Germany than has 
the Russian economy, and in that sense concessions made by 
Russia to America will be much more in the nature of “ Munich ” 
appeasement than will those made by America to Russia. 


We hope nevertheless that Russia will not be completely 
indisposed to appease America. We should like to see a little 
appeasement on both sides. 


Meeting at Washington 


HERE was so much publicity for the 
~- Eisenhower — Dulles — Churchill — 
Eden meeting in Washington that too 
little attention has been paid to the sim- 
ultaneous meeting between Nehru and 
Chou-En-lai in Delhi. Yet of the two 
the one in India was more important, 
more realistic and more far-reaching 
than the other. 


What emerged from the Western talks? 
Once more the oracle has spoken and in 
a document which bears the hall mark 
of Churchill's literary skill the world has 
been given a rehash of the Atlantic 
Charter in the form of the Potomac 
Declaration. 

The sentiments may be largely beyond 
criticism, but how are they to be interp- 
reted? We remember that the much 
lauded Atlantic Charter was not regarded 
as relevant when it was invoked on the 
part of those suffering under British 
Colonial rule. 

The Hindustan Times, leading Delhi 
newspaper makes a strong comment: 


“What countries are supposed to be 
enthused by the Washington deciara- 
tion ? 

“Tf the United States has no use for 
a latterday Locarno in Asia as sug- 
gested by Mr. Eden, that would bind 
the Western as well as the Communist 
Powers to non-aggression, even the 
invocation of the United Nations and 
the spirit of the Atlantic Charter has 
a hollow ring after the Anglo- 
American voting on the Guatemalan 
appeal to the Security Council.” 


“ Britain's abstention does not 
absolve her of the charge of agreeing 
to an evasion of United Nations res- 
ponsibility in the issue of aggression. 
Moreover, if the Washington declara- 
tion is to carry conviction Britain 
should be prepared forthwith to revise 
her policy from Kenya to Malaya.” 

“In the absence of evidence of 
living up to these pious affirmations, 
the impression will be general and 
widespread -that the Anglo-American 
declaration satisfies none but the sig- 
natories and a few satellites.” 

Even the highsounding phrases can- 
not disguise the fact that, though no 
doubt some misunderstandings were 
cleared up, there still remain sharp dif- 
ferences between British and American 
policy. We can indeed find some con- 
solation if the Prime Minister and 
Foreign Secretary have refused to be 
flattered by smiles or bluffed by threats 
«nto giving way. 

Are we prepared to fight an atomic 
world war in defence of Siam, Cam 
bodia or Burma? This may be the vital 
question which has to be answered, for 
Britain and America have no other 
weapons with which to back a system of 
Asian defence or intervene in S.E. Asia. 


And there follows the question whether 
the peoples of Siam, Cambodia or 
Burma seeing what intervention has 
meant in Korea may not prefer not to 
be given guarantees which depend on 
atomic power. 


Co-existence ... 


It is all to the good that Sir Winston 
Churchill should continue to emphasise 
that the choice is between peaceful co- 
existence with Communists or atomic 
destruction, and that even he prefers the 
former. 

As a corollary of this, British policy is 
still opposed to any action in S. E. Asia 
which might be interpreted as a new 
ganging up against communism and 
Is not prepared to jeopardise any chance 
of success at Geneva by an immediate 
and indefinite committment to SEATO. 

We hope Sir Winston has not allowed 
the President to think that if unhappily 
Geneva should end in failure the British 
Government will then adopt the 
American view without reserve. 

For the American policy is still be- 
devilled by an irrational fear of Com- 
munism so that any action anywhere 


BEHIND 
THE 
NEWS 


which is not in accordance with their 
plans becomes a new threat. 

The fact is that the State Department 
has never really sought negotiation from 
strength or peace by agreement. They 
are not prepared to trust Russia and will 
not recognise the Peking Government in 
China. 

That is why thev are afraid of a 
settlement in Indo-China and _ believe 
that nothing good can come of it. They 
hardly stop to ask themselves whether 
anything but evil can come of the alter- 
native. 

The President goes on record in a 
direct quotation as stating that he means 
exactly what he said in the Potamic 
Declaration adding 

“T will not be a party to any treaty 

that makes anybody a slave: now that 

is all there is to it.” 

But what is there to it? He was care- 
ful not to be trapped by another ques- 
tion at his Press Conference into a 
definition of slavery, and even suggested 
that the opportunity for the migration of 
people or the transfer of populations 
would avoid a situation of slavery. 

The truth is that the American govern- 
ment has not worked out any definite 
policy. It still prefers to fly kites and 
to react to situations as they arise. That 
is one of the dangers in the situation, 
because in the absence of any clearly 
thought out policy and a full recogni- 
tion of its consequences, reaction to a 
specific incident might easily bring 
about the “ war by accident,” especially 
when the fear of Communism and dis- 
trust of its policy plays so large a part in 
such thinking as the State Department 
does. 


- and the conditions 
for it 


In the meantime Dulles and Knowland 
and other Senators are _ inveighing 
against the admission to UN of the 
Peking Government. Churchill _ is 
believed to have stressed the fact that 
sooner or later their delegates must be 
recognised. 

We hope that the matter will be set- 
tled at the next Assembly by an invita- 
tion to the lawful government of China 
to replace the pseudo-government on 
Formosa. Not only is this step vital to 
the interests of peace in the Far East, 
but until the Communists have less 
reason for believing that UN is biassed 
and heavily weighted against them, any 
system of control or plans for disarma- 
ment under UN remain virtually im- 


possible. ‘ 7 
The Washington visit has made it all 
the more important that Winston 


Churchill should now endeavour to see 
Malenkov, even though he would get no 
encouragement from Eisenhower and 
mect with general disaproval in the 
State Department. 


Nehru and Chou En-lai 


In India the Washington mecting was 
viewed with some degree of apprehen- 
sion. It is felt that little was done to 
soften American policy, which does not 
take the Geneva conference seriously, 
and that if it came to a choice between 
supporting India or America Churchill 
and Eden would fall in with American 
views at the expense of India. 

In Delhi—where apparently Nehru 
and Chou En-lai laid the foundations 
for fruitful co-operation between their 
countries, and indeed in S.E. Asia 
generally—Chou En-lai seems to have 
surprised some observers by his reason- 
ableness. 

He did not think that India’s mem- 
bership of the Commonwealth was any 


handicap to good relations, and indeed 
welcomed it as a possible influence on 
British policy. 

The two statesmen shared in a de- 
claration that the political settlement in 
Indo-China should aim at the creation 
of free, democratic, unfied and inde- 
pendent countries, and Chou showed 
himself ready to recognise the indepen- 
dence of Laos and Cambodia, provided 
that France would treat them as Britain 
had treated India and subject to the 
proviso that no territory in S.E. Asia 
should be used for aggressive purposes 
or subjected to foreign intervention. 

There was certainly no sign of any 
attempt on the part of China to wean 
India away from its policy of neutrality 
into a closer alignment with the Com- 
munist bloc. On the other hand India 
is not bedevilled by a fear of Com- 
munism and so peaceful coexistence 
becomes possible. 

The Five Power Programme for Peace 
in Asia is worthy of close study and 
adoption as a basis for future policy 
there. 

Chou En-lai's visit to Rangoon on his 
way home is a further indication of his 
desire to stress the noint that China has 
no expansionist plans and that S.E. Asia 
need not be apprehensive of Communist 
aggression—at least from outside. 


Dr. Oppenheimer 


TT looks as if Dr. Oppenheimer will 

not exercise his right to appeal to the 
President, for he remarked on_ being 
informed of the Atomic Energy Com- 
mission's decision to revoke his security 
clearance that the USA is fortunate in 
the skill and devotion of its scientists. 
He went on to say: “ I hope that the 
fruit of their work will be used with 
humanity, with wisdom and with 
courage.” 

Dr. Oppenheimer is, of course, not a 
pacifist. It is possible that if he had 
been he would have been a happier man 
today: certainly we believe that if he 
had maintained his moral scruples about 
the development of the H-bomb and 
surrendered his position rather than 
be over-ruled he might have performed 
a service to the world that would have 
been something to set against his having 
been concerned in the atom-bombing of 
Hiroshima and Nagasaki. 

The report of the Security Board hear- 
ings is 991 pages long, and there has 
been as much material as this in the 
conflicting accounts in the newspapers as 
to what was behind this move against 
him. 

It has been suggested that part of 
the trouble is that Admiral Louis 
Strauss, the Chairman of the Commis- 
sion, pursues vindictively all who 
opposed him in his policy of developing 
the hydrogen bomb and we can easily 
believe that this may be true. 

Admiral Strauss has a heavy burden 
to carry that may quite likely produce 
a psychopathic condition. There are a 
number of other cases, which have not 
claimed so much publicity, where 
physicists engaged on nuclear work have 
been pursued in the same way as Dr. 
Oppenheimer. 

It has been frequently suggested in the 
British press that there was no need for 
all the fuss that has been made. The 
US Administration were quite entitled to 
remove him from his post without 
indicting him. That, however, is only 
to perceive half the problem. 

It is not only access to ‘“ 
information that makes Dr. Oppen- 
heimer a dangerous man. It is access 
to the information that he has in his 
head, and that may in future come into 
his head. 

There is not only the question whether 
he can be allowed into his former 
department; there is the question 
whether he can be allowed out of 
America. He might take his knowledge 
elsewhere. He might even bring it to 
Britain. 

It is no longer so certain that know- 
ledge makes men free; it may make 
Dr. Oppenheimer a prisoner. 


restricted ” 
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WWHEN Guatemala’s President Arbenz 


"* stepped out he did so at the request of For 


LETTER FROM THE USA 


in to aid the weak Guatemala air force. 
another 


thing the Guatemalan 


By JOHN M. SWOMLEY, Jnr. 


to help train Latin American forces. 
then the US Army and Navy have been 


Since 
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trast to Guatemala and other Latin American 
countries. Prior to the surprise disbanding 
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a group of army officers to whom he turned 
over the government, proclaiming Col. 
Carlos Enrique Diaz President. Diaz and 
Arbenz are both graduates of the Guate- 
malan Military Academy. The new President 
announced as his first act suspension of the 
Constitution for the duration of the 
emergency. On the other hand, he had made 
a public declaration last year of his support 
for the land and other reforms of the Arbenz 
administration. 


Consultations with U.S. 


Diaz and his fellow officers consulted with 
US Ambassador John E. Puerifoy before 
Diaz decided to take over the Presidency. 
They sought US recognition of their new 
government and help in stopping the fighting. 
Subsequently reports appeared in the press 
that one of the more anti-Communist of the 
officers in the Diaz group, Alfredo H. Mon- 
zon, had superseded Diaz and agreed to 
negotiate with the invaders headed by Col. 
Castillo Armas. 


Apparently the officers recognised that 
without American support any Guatemalan 
government would have a difficult if not 
impossible time. For one thing, the US has 
been maintaining an extensive and continual 
air-sea reconnaissance along the Pacific and 
Caribbean zones of Central America to 
watch for any signs of arms “ smuggling ” 
into Guatemala. Ostensibly this was to 
prevent the flying of Soviet-made bombers 


economy like that of all Central America 
and much of South America is dependent 
on the United States. Not only because of 
heavy US investments but also because Latin 
American economies are one crop economies 
and hence unstable. Guatemala’s chief crop 
which accounts for 82 per cent. of its 
exports is coffee. 


operating on an important scale in Latin 
America. In early 1946 there were 17 
military missions in 13 countries, and in the 
year 1946-47 $408,390 was spent on Ameri- 
can military and naval missions to Latin 
American governments for the training of 
troops. In the year 1947-48 the sum for 
these missions was increased to $1,240,000. 


GUNS FOR LATIN AMERICA 


Two other factors in the military coup 
d’etat are worth noting. Guatemala has the 
largest and strongest armed forces in Centra! 
America, 6,000 regulars and 3,000 para- 
military troops. The military have great 
prestige, having provided rulers for the 
country for some time. 


John Puerifoy, the American Ambassador 
who has a reputation as a trouble-shooter, 
attended the US Military Academy at West 
Point and is said to be close to the US 
Army. For years the US Armed Forces have 
been close to the armed forces of Latin 
America, thus exercising a strong influence 
on governments, many of which have been 
established by military revolt. 


As early as May 19, 1926, Congress 
authorised military missions to all countries 
in the Western Hemisphere. On June 4, 1938, 
Congress agreed also to authorise the Navy 


One purpose of the military missions was 
to encourage Latin American armies to use 
American arms and military equipment. 
Despite Army and Navy pressure civilian 
elements in the State Department opposed 
the Latin American arms programme on the 
ground that it would not strengthen their 
defences but would strengthen the non-demo- 
cratic elements in the hemisphere at the 
expense of the democratic elements. 


General George C. Marshall, then Secre- 
tary of State, firmly believed in military 
diplomacy and the Army won. 


The concentration on guns for Latin 
America instead of economic aid and social 
change is one of the major reasons for the 
Communist successes, however small they 
may be at present. 


Significantly Costa Rica is a bright con- 


of Costa Rica's army in 1948, the US Army 
maintained a military mission to train Costa 
Rica’s force of 500 officers and men. 


Costa Rica’s President, Jose Figueres, a 
well-educated non-military statesman who 
has given addresses before American univer- 
sities, has demonstrated that it is posible ta 
bring the United Fruit Company under 
control without the aid of the Communists 
and without protest from the State Depart- 
ment. During his period of less than a year 
in office he negotiated a new contract with 
United Fruit by which the Company turned 
over all its education and health services to 
the Government, agreed to double the 
amount it pays in taxes, and raised wages 
30 per cent. The transfer of schools and 
hospitals was of enormous psychological 
value since it removed the implication that 
Costa Rica was under foreign economic 
occupation. 


Progress in Costa Rica 


In Costa Rica there is a strong anti-Com- 
Mmunist labour movement and a_ vigorous 
group of progressive, anti-totalitarian intel- 
lectuals. 


Figueres’ addresses are a delight to read 
and under his leadership there is a spirit of 
social concern which has communicated it- 
self to the wives and families of government 
leaders who in turn are studying and carry- 
ing out effective social work. 
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Russian Church leader on 


THE CHRISTIAN CONSCIENCE 
AND THE H-BOMB 


The following letter from ALEXANDER KAREV, 
General Secretary, Union of Baptists of the USSR, 
appeared in the June number of the English-language 


People and places in 
the H-bomb campaign 


% From page cne 


barrier which divides those who don’t sell PN 
on the streets from those who do. 
first time. 


She has started scliing at Underground 
stations in the Kensington district of London. 


“Now I have got over my first fea:s of 
standing seliing in the strect I am quite 
enjoying my Friday night stand.’ she joy- 
fully wiites. 

Her fi-st payment to the office for papers 
sold inciuded 8d. from “a kind gentleman 
who pro..ered Is. and refused change.” Bless 
him! ite, and a Manchester man, are the 
people who make the first effort at street 
selling a never-to-be-forgotten occasion. 


Manchester recently turned out a team of 
four for street selling, who remitted to the 
Peace News Fund 2s. 6d. from a man who 
brought a copy and promised to place an 
order for it with his newsagent. 


I 
Two buyers told one of the sellers, Edith 


M. Smith, that they were glad to see the paper 
was Stil going. 

“I told them we were doing this to ensure 
it stays that way,” Edith Smith told Peace 
News afterwards. 


Pioughing in his profits 


King’s Lynn farmer, George Kirkham, who 
finds time to do steady work each week dis- 
tributing Peace News has sent us £3, the pro- 
ceeds from his sales. 


Two ministers win a plea for PN 


The Rev. Donald Douglas has increased the 
number of public libraries taking Peace News. 
Oldham Public Libraries Committee have 
accepted his offer to supply a copy. 


The discussion at the Libraries Committee 
led to the following headline in the Oldham 
Weekly Chronicle : “ Minister’s offer accepted : 
Peace News at Oldham Library.” 


All of which means valuable publicity for the 
H-bomb campaigns. 

Another churchman who has done his bit 
for peace is the Rev. Aled Williams who has 
secured the display of PN in Llangollen Public 
Library. 

“J hope this will gradually lead others to 
read your valuable paper,” he writes. 


Another bright idea 


Jack Sutherland, of Heine Hill, London, sent 
out a duplicated letter to all local Peace Pledge 
Union members and known Peace News 
readers asking them to join him in distributing 
from door-to-door an accumulation of back 
numbers that he and others had acquired. 

The evening was to be rounded off with a 
discussion at his home, 45 Gubyon Avenue, 
S.E.24., to plan further activities. 


Telling them about CD and the H-bomb 


The Peace News leaflet, ‘“‘ Civil Defence and 
the Hydrogen Bomb” has been reprinted and 
is still in great demand. 

Blackheath, Harrogate, Wellington and Wey- 
bridge are latest additions to the list of towns 
where distribution is taking place 

Mabel Gough of Cardiff is sending copies to 

all local Councillors and ministers. Highgate 
and Muswell Hill (London) Peace Pledge 
Union Group have done the same. They called 
all their members together for an evening’s 
work addressing envelopes and dispatching the 
leaflets. 
@ Bath, Birmingham, Derby, Driffictd, Dundee, 
Eastbourne, Kidderminster and Preston are 
places in which the distribution of Peace 
Pledge Union leaflets has recently started. 


IN CIRCULATION 


HE number of shillings in 

- circulation at the moment 
is much larger than during the 
autumn and winter because 
householders with slot meters 
for gas or electricity are not 
using so many. 

Nevertheless, the wise ones 
may well collect their shillings 
during the summer time when 
they are more in evidence, if 
only to be certain of having 
enough in the winter, for if they want heat and 
light they have to feed the meter. 

Much the same is true of pacifists who want 
to enlighten public opinion and see more activity 
in pacifist witness. But the Peace Pledge Union's 
meter has to be fed all the year round, and PPU 
Headquarters Fund represents the meter which 
will take not only shillings but anything you like 
to send. 

One member sent a donation which is the 
result of collecting threepenny pieces. if you 
cannot afford to send us as large a contribution 
as you would wish all at once, why not follow 
his example and put by the threepenny pieces— 
or even every shilling which you find in your 
purse or pocket—and send them from time to 
time to the PPU Headquarters Fund ? 

In the meantime, | want to say a special 
“ thank you” to those who in response to recent 
appeals have helped to push the total up to £261. 
Contributions have varied from £10 to Is., and 
we are grateful to all alike who helped and 
encouraged us in this way. 

Will YOU please add to their number and 
our total by sending something this week. 


«, STUART MORRIS, 
~— General Secretary. 
Total to date: £261. 
Amount required in 1954 : £1,000. 

Donations to the Peace Pledge Union should 
be sent marked “ Headquarters Fund,” to the 
PPU Treasurer at Diek Sheppard House, 
Endsleigh Street, W.C.1. 


Moscow News. 


OR all its ramifications, its numerous denominations, the 

Chiistian Church is one in its basic principles of faith. That 
unity is one of the gratifying and positive features of the 
Christian world. There are, however, other matters which the 
Christian Church ought to prize no less dearly than its tenets, 
matters involving the life or death of mankind, the happiness 
or misery of millions. One of the most important of these is 


the question of war and peace. 


It is a lamentable fact that the Christian world is divided on the 
question of war and peace. On the one hand are the millions of 
Christians who regard war as inadmissible, irreconciliable with 

On the other hand are the 

Christians (and their numbers are not few) who accept war as 

the will of the divine powers. Because of this difference of 

opinion millions of Christians who unquestionably yearn for 
peace shun the problem and active participation in defence of 


theiz conscience as Christians. 


peace. 


* * 


But the question of war and peace, a burning issue in all ages, 


has become more pressing than ever since the invention of the 


atom and hydrogen bombs—an infernal machine if ever there 
was one. The discovery of atomic energy opens a new page in 
the history of human progress, but woe is us if that energy 
which promises so much benefit to mankind destroys the human 
race before its potentiality for good can be developed. 


Only mankind itself, by imperatively demanding prohibition of 
the production and employment of the atomic weapon, can do 
away with that fiendish weapon. The handful of men who 
favour it will fall back before the powerful onslaught of all 


mankind. 


But it is imperative that the whole Christian 
world, all the Christian churches, all religious 
associations whatever their denominations, 
tenets or rites, add their voice to those who 
insistently demand the banning of the atom, 
hydrogen and every other weapon of 
destruction. 

* 


The Rey. Dr. Donald O. Soper of Britain, 
President of the Methodist Conference, was 
profoundly right when he declared that if the 
Christians of different denominations. 
gen bomb “no politician would say ‘ yes’ 
to it.’ It is the bounden duty of every 
Christian to say “no” to weapons of mass 
destruction. This is a matter upon which 
there should be no difference between 
Christians of different denomonations. 


It is gratifying to know that the highest digni- 
taries of the Church of England, the Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury, Dr. Geoffrey Fisher, 
and the Archbishop of York, Dr, Cyril 
Garbett, have vigorously denounced employ- 
ment of the H-bomb, and that Cardinal 
Griffin, Archbishop of Westminster, has 
supported them in this. 


I know that the Christian Peace Group is de- 
manding abolition of weapons of mass des- 
truction. Recently I read in Peace News that 
the Joint Standing Committee of Pacifist 
Organisations, comprising the Peace Pledge 
Union, the Fellowship of Reconciliation, the 
Society of Friends’ Peace Committee 
(Quakers) and the Movement for a Pacifist 
Church of Christ, issued a statement urging 
the British Government “to dissociate itself 
unequivocally from any policy which in- 
volves the use of H-bombs as a threat, deter- 
rent or an actual weapon, even if it cannot 
persuade the American Government to adopt 
such a decision, and also to seek through the 
Disarmament Commission or otherwise to 
secure the banning of atomic weapons as the 
first step towards world disarmament.” 


I believe that statements of this kind made by 
representatives of the various Christian 
churches in England (and other countries in 
the West) refiect the sentiments of the broad 
mass of Christians who are emphatically 
opposed to another war, to the use of 
weapons of mass destruction. 


* 


In the Soviet Union all Christians without ex- 
ception have, together with the whole Sovict 
nation, joined the ranks of the partisans of 
peace and determined opponents of the 
atomic, hydrogen and all other weapons of 
mass destruction. Christians in all lands 
must do the same if world peace is to be 
secured. That the Christian Church is a very 
important factor in defending peace is quite 
obvious when it is recalled that there are 
600 million Christians in the world. 


The Baptists of the Soviet Union have joined 
their voice to the voices raised in all parts of 
the world demanding the prohibition of 
the atomic and hydrogen weapons. They have 
repeatedly appealed to Baptists in all coun- 
tries to take their place alongside the daunt- 
less champions of peace and implacable 
enemies of war. 


They have always considered it a deep disgrace 
to Christianity that atom bombs were drop- 
ped on Nagasaki and Hiroshima in 1945 and 
they do not want a repetition of that wicked 
act. 


Let the atom bombs dropped on Japan be the 
first and the last in the history of mankind. 


And so it will be if the peoples of the world 
unite in demanding prohibition of the atom 
and hydrogen bombs and if all the Christian 
churches unanimously declare that these 
weapons are incompatible with the ideas of 
Christianity and that no one who approves 


and the 


38 million textbooks. 


REBUILDING KOREA 


July 9, 1954, PEACE NEWS—3 


Korean men and women work together in the construction of 
a textbook printing plant at Yongdungpo, near Seoul, which will 
provide the knowledge-hungry children of Korea with classroom 
books. The project is being carried out through the joint efforts 
of the United Nations Korean Reconstruction Agency (UNKRA) 


United Nations Educational Scientific and Cultural 
Organisation (UNESCO). Unesco is contributing $100,000 for the 
construction of the building, while UNKRA has added $130,000 
which will be used to purchase printing machinery and (ain 
Koreans in its use. UNKRA has also supplied enough paper for 


AND A REPLY TO THE EDITOR 


Dear Sir, 


It was with great pleasure that we read the 
letter published in your June issue over the 
name of Alexander Karev, General Secretary 
of the Union of Baptists of the USSR. 

Particularly gratifying was the fact that Mr. 
Karev quoted a statement issued by the Joint 
Standing Committee of Pacifist Organisations 
and recently published in Peace News, which 
urged the British Government: 


“to dissociate itself unequivocally from any 
policy which involves the use of H-bombs 
as a threat, a deterrent, or an actual weapon, 
even if it cannot persuade the American 
Government to adopt such a decision.” 


Mr. Karev obviously approves of this atti- 
tude to the problem and a little further he 
tells us that: 


“In the Soviet Union all Christians 
without exception have, together with the 
whole Soviet Nation, joined the ranks of 
the partisans of peace and determined 
opponents of the atomic, hydrogen and all 
other weapons of mass destruction. Christ- 
ians in ali lands must do the same if world 
peace is to be secured.” 


Now on August 8 last year, Mr. Malenkov 
told the Supreme Soviet that “the United 
States has no monopoly of the hydrogen 
bomb.” On August 20 your Government 
announced that it had carried out the explo- 
sion of “one of the types of hydrogen bomb.” 
In March, the Red Army newspaper, Red 
Star, published an article describing the 
hydrogen bomb and giving the impression that 
the author had witnessed an experimental 
explosion of such a bomb in Siberia. 


In the face of these facts how can we be 
expected to believe that “all Christians with- 
out exception have, together with the whole 
Soviet nation, joined the ranks of the partisans 
of peace and determined opponents of the 
atomic, hydrogen and all other weapons of 
mass destruction.” 


What of the scientists who planned the 
Soviet hydrogen bomb? What of the workers 
who made it? What of the airmen who would 
use it? What of the statesmen who ordered it? 
What of the electors who condoned it? Are 
they to be regarded as opponents of the 
hydrogen bomb in the same sense as Dr. 
Donald Soper whom you quote with approval? 


those infernal weapons can consider himself 
a true Christian. 

The Christian churches must actively combat 
the danger of atomic and hydrogen warfare. 
Independently and together with all other 
friends of peace they must support every 
measure capable of averting another world 
war and exert every effort to extinguish the 
flames of war where they are already raging. 

Negotiation and agreement instead of war— 
that should be the slogan of all Christian 
churches. 

The Baptists of the Soviet Union once again 
call to their co-religionists all over the world: 
Brothers and sisters in faith, Jet us emphafl- 
cally say “no” to all war and especially to 
atomic and hydrogen warfare. We are 15 
million. Let all our 15 million brothers and 
sisters proclaim that the Baptists of the 
world resolutely oppose war and favour 
friendship and fraternity among the nations. 

Let the Baptist World Alliance declare for all 
the world to hear that it denounces the pro- 
duction and employment of the atomic, 
hydrogen or any other weapon of mass 
destruction. 

Let the Baptists of the world say: We stand 
for general disarmament that eternal peace 
may reign on earth. 


OF “NEWS” 


We have heard it said that the Russian 
Government and people do not intend ever 
to use this or any other weapon aggressively 
against any nation, that the bomb has only 
been made in Russia in response to the manu- 
facture of the American H-bomb; that its 
existence in the Soviet arsenal will help to 
deter the USA from lightly resorting to war 
against the Soviet Union. 


But this is exactly the excuse which is made 
by the Government and the people of the 
United States, and the Government and people 
of Britain. 


We do not believe that the people of 
Britain are so depraved as actually to relish 
the idea of using a hydrogen bomb against the 
people of the Soviet Union. On the contrary 
we know that they have come to accept the 
hydrogen bomb as what they regard as a 
necessary evil almost solely because they 
consider that their security is threatened by 
your country. 


Now British pacifists are ready to accept that 
the USSR does not wish to be involved in a 
Third World War. We want also to accept 
that the USSR has no aggressive intentions 
against Britain or any other country. 


For our part we are trying to convince the 
British and American people that their fear of 
your country is a product of their own guilt, 
weakness and imagination. 


We insist that the whole climate of inter- 
national relationships would change if our 
country alone were to renounce the manu- 
facture and use of the H-bomb and to expose 
itself militarily for all the world to see. 


Mr. Karev applauds this by quoting approv- 
ingly the passage from the statement by the 
Joint Pacifist Committee (above). 

But does he not think that this should apply 
to his country too? 

If it is good for Britain to “ dissociate itself 
unequivocally from any policy which involves 
the use of the H-bomb as a threat, a deterrent 
or an actual weapon,” is it not good for 
Russia _ too? 

Pacifists in the West have enormous difficulty 
in allowing the genuineness of Soviet spokes- 
men for peace when they can make the kind 
of appeal which Mr. Karev makes without 
differentiating between the unqualified renun- 
ciation of the H-bomb urged by the Pacifist 
organisations, and the ambiguous denuncia- 
tions of the Archbishops; and without once 
admitting the responsibility the Soviet Union 
bears in this matter by having herself devised 
and built atomic weapons. 

It is of little avail to explain that the Soviet 
Union is striving to achieve world agreement 
on the banning of atomic weapons and is fully 
prepared to give up her bombs as soon as 
America will agree to do the same. For us 
the point is that the existence of the bomb in 
Russia means that it is intended for use, or as 
a threat, or as a deterrent. We denounce the 
employment of this dreadful instrument for 
any of these purposes. Hence the statement 
to the British Government. 

Letters calling for the unity of all Christians 
in a campaign against these horror weapons 
would ring more convincingly in our ears if 
they were accompanied by unqualified con- 
demnation of the possession of the bomb by 
your own nation. 

Will Mr. Karev not give the same kind of 
lead to Christians in Russia as Dr. Soper 
does to Christians in Britain? 

Yours sincerely, 
J. Allen Skinner, 
Editor, Peace News 
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UN 


POWER STRUGGLE 


The significance of Guatemala 


By J. HENRY LLOYD 


J NCREASINGLY it has become clear that we cannot satisfactorily distinguish 
between th. political and economic causes of national and international unrest 


and conflict. 


Gunrtemala sirikingly exposes the humbug 
and dangers of ihe ideo‘ogical struggie within 
the United Nations. A moderately p-ogressive 
sovernmen. iniwoducing mild socialist meas- 
wes toc the welfare of its peop’e is being 
.iciimised .hrough the agency of reactionary 
neighbou s, under the false and in any case 
irrelevant charge of being a Communist 
regime (1 -he Western Hemisphe e is indeed 
“the Free worid ” then presumab y any nation 
has the righ ‘o go Communist if it wan‘s 10). 


The full significance of Guntema’a, how- 
ce, omy comes cut when it is realised that 
the economic st anglehold from which the 
Guatenin'an vove nment is seeking to Free its 
people consisis of two powerful United States 
companies, and that the lega' advisers of the 
latter are the firm of which Mr. J. F. Dulles 
wis fo merly a partner. 


There could be no more striking proof of 


The UN Disarmament Commission in session 

at Lake Success. It was this Commission 

which set up the sub-committee to examine 
the possibilities of general disarmament. 


Stuart Morris examines the American, Britush & Russian proposals 


THE DISARMAMENT DISCUSSION 


How the deadlock might be ended 


TPHE sub-committee of the Disarmament 
Commission met behind closed doors 
in London from May 13 — June 22. 


Consisting of representatives of Canada. 
France, Britain, USSR and USA (as being the 
Powers chiefly concerned), it was set up by the 
full Disarmament Commission of UN in 
April 1954 for the purpose of re-examining 
the possibilities of reaching agreement on a 
scheme for general disarmament, and to report 
back by July 15. Their report which will be 
presented to the full Commission this month 
was approved by all the members; the only 
point, unfortunately, on which they reached 
agreement, 

The report consists of the documents pre- 
sented by the delegates on behalf of their 
governments, 


A study of them reveals beyond doubt that 
those newspapers which described the dead- 
lock as due to the usual Russian 
intransigence were not telling the whole 
truth, and were falsifying the position when 
they stated that Russia was still obdurate in 
refusing inspection and control. 


Agreement proyed fo be impossible be- 
cause neither side would accept the proposals 
of the other, but it is incontrovertible that 
Russia was as insistent as the Western Powers 
on the nced for inspection and control. 

A comparison of the documents is useful 
and illuminating. 


SOVIET PROPOSALS 
The first draft, put in by the USSR on May 


14, asked for a declaration of the unconditional - 


prohibition of all weapons of mass destruction 

“and that the Security Council should take 
immediate steps to give effect to an inter- 
nvional agreement guarantecing strict inter- 
nvtional control to ensure the implementation 
of such a declaration. 


It further recommended a one-third reduc- 
tion within one year of the armed forces of 
the five permanent members of the Security 
Council; the abolition of military. air and 
naval bases used by any state on the territory 
of another: and called for a halt in war 
propaganda and for an international con- 
ference to effect a reduction of armaments by 
all other states at an early date. 

The British memorandum, dated 3 days 
later. makes no reference to the Russian pro- 
posa's but seeks to obtain agreement on the 
aims of the Convention as being: 

1. The elimination and prohibition 
weapons of mass destruction ; 

2. A major reduction of all armed forces ; and 

3. An effective international control organisa- 
tion, 

lt diflers from the Russian draft by asking 
that the international control organisation 
should be in operation prior to the prohibi- 
tion and climination of atomic weapons. 


ALL WEAPONS 


A further memorandum followed four days 
later asking for agreement that the Conven- 
tion should cover all types of weapons and 
armed forces, which should be divided into 
weapons to be prohibited (i.e. nuclear, chemi- 
cal and biological) and weapons to be limited 
and reduced. 

It talked about a substantial reduction of 
weapons in category two, the reduction to 
cover not only military but para-military and 
security forces and all persons receiving any 
military training. 

It also raised the question of budgetary con- 
trol, suggesting that a first step should be a 
standstill agreement at the present level of 
military expenditure. It agreed that it would 
be helpful if all propaganda “ against peace ” 
was condemned. 

The USA put in a working paper on May 25 
agrecing with the substance of the aims in the 
British note and advocating the establish- 
ment of a United Nations Disarmament and 
Atomic Development Authority. 

The Authority would have the dual function 


of all 


of ensuring enforcement of reduction and limi- 
tation of armaments, and of responsibility for 


the control and development of atomic 
energy. It detailed the scheme for the 
Authority which would include a corps of 


technically qualified inspectors “ both resident 
and transient. cach inspection group to include 
a national of each of the permament members 
of the Security Council.” 


The Atomic Development Division of the 
Authority would consist of one representative 
from each of the permament member nations 
of the Security Council. who should add not 
less than six nor more than eight other 
members. 


INSPECTION 


The most important power given to the 
Authority is the right not only to control the 
progressive verification of all armed forces in 
each state and to organise ficld inspection and 
aerial surveys, but to station personnel perma- 
nently in the countries adhering to the plan 
with the right to carry out on the spot 
inspections when they deem necessary. The 
draft also sets out the enforcement measures to 
be taken in the event of any breach of the 
agreement. 

The British delegates, in an attempt to 
clarify the position on the following day, 
asked certain questions among which was the 
vital one of whether it was agreed that “ some- 
thing akin to managerial control over atomic 
energy plants would be required and whether 
it was agreed that : 

“agents of the control organisation should 

have the right to enquire into and examine 

all scientific research in the field of the 
neaceful uses of atomic energy.” 

Thus the British and Americans were taking 
their stand on a definition of inspection and 
control which involved managerial control of 
research laboratories and factories concerned 
with the use of atomic energy for peaceful 
purposes, while the American plan also in 
effect gave the Authority the right to decide 
on the allocation of fissionable material. 

The USSR replied by a renewed insistence 
that the States concerned should assume a 
solemn and unconditional obligation not. to 
employ weapons of mass destruction. This to 
be the first important step towards achieving 
the elimination of such weapons and simul- 
tancous establishment of strict international 
control to secure the observance of an agree- 
ment to prohibit their use. 


EFFECTIVE CONTROL 


At their request the Soviet Government's 
satement of December 8, 1953, criticising 
President Eisenhower’s proposals to UN that 
day, was distributed as indicating their objec- 
tions to the American plan and laying great 
stress on the need for a preliminary under- 
taking by all not to use atomic weapons in 
advance of the formal prohibition of such 
weapons which would take effect simul- 
tancously with the setting up of the control 
organisation. 

On June 11, the USSR clarified their posi- 
tion by setting forth the basic provisions to be 
included in the convention. 

These repeat the previous proposals for 
unconditional prohibition; one third reduc- 
tion of military forces and of budgetary 
expenditure on armaments; the abolition of 
“foreign bases” etc.; but the proposals for 
effective control include: 

‘[nternational control over all under- 
takings engaged in the extraction of atomic 
raw materials and production of atomic 
energy, and over conventional weapons ; 
power for the international authority to be 
set up under the Security Council to inspect 
all such undertakings on a continuing basis, 
without the right to interfere in the domestic 
affairs of the States but with a supervisory 
power over the work of all undertakings 
extracting, processing and utilising atomic 
material. 

Tt will thus be seen that although still 
rejecting managerial control the Soviet Union 
has come a considerable distance from their 


original proposals, while the Americans have 
largely adhered to the original Baruch plan. 


Finally on June 11, the French and British 
delegates submitted joint proposals as a basis 
for compromise in the following terms: 


1. The State members of the Security Council 
regard themselves as prohibited in accor- 
dance with the terms of the Charter from 
the use of nuclear weapons except as a 
defence against aggression and the Disarma- 
ment Treaty should include an immediate 
and specific acceptance of such prohibition. 


.The Disarmament Treaty should 
provisions to cover: 


a. The total prohibition of the use and 
manufacture of weapons of mass destruc- 
tion and the conversion of existing stocks 
of nuclear material for peaceful purposes ; 

b. Major reductions in all armed forces 
and conventional weapons ; 


tw 


include 


c. The establishment of a control organ 
with rights and powers and functions ade- 
quate to guarantee effective observance of 
prohibitions and reductions. 

The time-table would provide for: 

First the constitution and positioning of 
the control organ, and subsequently the 
limitation of military manpower and expen- 
diture to the level at December 31, 1953. 

Then, but not till the Control Organ 
reports that is is able effectively to enforce 
them the following measures would take 
effect : 

Stage one. Reduction of conventional arma- 
ments, etc., by 4 on the completion of 
which the manufacture of all prohibited 
weapons would cease. 


Stage two. The reduction of conventioal 
weapons, etc., by the further 4} of the 
original amount, on the completion of 
which the total prohibition and elimina- 
tion of all prohibited weapons would be 
carried out and the conversion of existing 
stocks of nuclear materials for peaceful 
purposes. 

The deadlock remains because the compro- 
mise proposals avoided the issue of the mean- 
ing of inspection and control and adhered to 
the American timetable as against the Russian. 


CHINA’S SEAT 


It was hardly to be expected that the sub- 
commission would succeed at the first attempt 
and the Conference has been worth while, 
within its limits, if only because it has clarified 
the position and given the delegates opportuni- 
ties to understand one another better. 

There is often a failure to appreciate the 
difficulty due to the need of translating 
speeches and documents into several languages 
and of finding the exact equivalent word by 
which to convey to others the exact shade of 


meaning in the mind of the user of the 
original. 
That had probably been the case over 


“inspection and control” though it is now 
clear that the British and Americans stand for 
managerial control. To the Russians this 
implies an unwarranted interference in the 
running of their atomic establishments. More- 
over the Baruch plan implies that the sources 
of ali fissionable material and their allocation 
would be virtuaily in the hands of the Security 
Council, which to the Russians means under 
American control. 

Thus the importance of the admission of 
the Peking Government is raised again as 
one way of reassuring the Soviet Union. 

It is necessary also to stress the fact that 
to give to the Commission the name “ Dis- 
armament” is to miscall it, since so far as 
conventional weapons are concerned it is only 
considering reduction, and reduction is not 
necesarily a step towards disarmament. 

There is all the difference in principle as 
well as in method and consequences between 
reduction and disarmament. It may well be 


that the only way out of the present deadlock 
is- the recognition of this fact, and the intro- 
duction of some new factor which would 
tadically change the situation. 


the extent to which political power is used to 
enab'e powerful vested interests to exploit 
weak and backward peoples. 

What is shocking in this unsavoury episode is 
che hypocrisy exhibited by the Uni:ed Nations 
as shown in the contrast with the treatment of 
the case of Korea four years ago. It scems 
-casonable to deduce from wha! facts are avail- 
ab’e that the aitempt of the Unied Sa‘es 
government to keep Gua:emala unarmed had 
less to do with the four Communists in her 
parliament than with the desi:e to prevent her 
government proceeding with its So ialisc pro- 
gramme and being able to defend itself against 
an. counter revolution. 

iWumbug reaches its limit when the Secu ity 
Council shelves its responsibility by referring 
the matter to the Pan-American organisation 


of states known to be dominated by the 
United States. 
i 
Indo-China, Kenya, Malaya, Tunisia and 


Morocco are all portents of a stage when the 
evolt against old time Colonialism compels 
the attention. not only of the imperial powers 
directly concerned, bu: also of the United 
Na‘ions as the conscience of the world. Even 
this is not enough. Colonialism and Imperial- 
ism have changed their form and are not 
always recognised as such in their new 
disguises. 

Economic control by investment is the new 
fo.m, with the great advantage for its pra:- 
titioners that they have no direct responsibil- 
itv for the political and social welfare of the 
peoples concerned. 

Spokesmen for the anti-Communist bloc are 
foud in their condemnation of “Soviet 
imperialism and aggression” but singularly 
blind to “ Dollar imperialism.” 

The United Nations cannot work effectively 
until its supremacy and its impartiality are 
properly established. If powerful nations like 
Russia and the United States create “‘ blocs” to 
further their particular policies this can only 
increase suspicions and hostilities and weaken 
faith in UN. 

So Jong as a stable and powerful government 
as that of China is excluded from its rightful 
place in the United Nations and on_ the 
Security Council, by the virtual veto of the 
United States, the United Nations cannot claim 
to be either representative or impartial (Here 
again, vested interests in the shape of the 
China Lobby in the United States Congress 
play their part behind the political facade.) 

The United States would not function 
democratically or effectively if Wisconsin and 
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In sending these verses, Francis Andrews 
says: “John Redwood Anderson's Shelley- 
like challenge to God (‘ Peradventure He 
sleepeth, Peace News, June 11, 1954) seems 
to call for an admission that there is a God’s 
question to us.” 


And there's God's question! You cannot cope 

With your thimble of faith and your beaker 
of hope, 

You cunnot cope with this rip through the sky 

From a shroud in the west, to a flame in the 
east, 

While death's grim poison goes filtering by 

To the blood and sinew of man and beast! 
Life's fodder was here and her carpet of 
clover, 
The loam 
bursting, 
The fruit of the promise, the bud of the 
firsting 

(The sooner it's blackened, the sooner it's 
over). 


was alive and the buried was 


And there’s God's question puts you to proof, 

With your torchlight of pride and your flame 
to the roof, 

With rie grey fall of cinder to smother the 
soul! 

Aye God's clear question! What is your goal? 


Shall a grim earth wait as it waited before 

With if bare tracks purged of the green things 
won 

Is a manless waste to be shadowed again 

Where the rocks weep fire on the broken 
plain? 

And then ... but listen and rail no more! 

Though moon be shattered and shaken the 
sun 

Today's greened over, the loam is ashine 

There's a grey root groping and leaf new 
pointed 

Who shall stand forth as the peace-anointed. 

While the wild flower scented is held for a 
sign? 

Today, in the woodland, is maid with her 
lover, 

The harvest’s in line and the snow drive is 
over... 

But there's ever God's question, His challenge, 
His word, 

Can you stand forth and answer Him, speak 
to Him now, 

Not in the bloodspeech of the edge of the 
sword 

But with Love on your brow? 

Or is the word written in letters of stone? 

“We have won through to Death and called 
if our own.” 


For you to be gone? But nay, there is 


Pity 

And Love to look down on a_ heart 
unclean. 

A voice to cry through the streets of the 
city 


“Still may you be, as you might have 


been.” 
FRANCIS ANDREWS. 
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DLAI E. STE- 
VENSON has 
declared that the 
American historian, 
Professor H._ S. 
Commager, “has 
done a monumental 
service” by writing 
this book. Indeed he 
docs not exaggerate. 
The author is an 
empiricist and at the 
outset states his 
thesis clearly and 
memorably in these 
words : 

We do not protect 
freedom in order to 
indulge error. We rro- 
tect freedom in order 
to discover truth. We 
do net maintain free- 
dom in order to permit 
eccentricity to flourish ; 
we maintan freedom in 
order that society may 
profit from criticism, 
even ecceniric criticism. 
We do not encourage 
dissent for sentimental 
Teasons ; We encourage 
dissent because we can- 
not live without it. : 
Professor Commager first of all builds 

up the theoretical case for freedom of 
opinion ; then he turns from the general 
to the particular, and examines some of 
the more disturbing events of the past few 
years in the United States. 


Ile uses the case of the attack on the 
Lawyers’ Guild by the Un-American Acti- 
vities Committee (the former is accused of 
being pro-Communist and “ subversive ”) 
to illustrate the point that every man, 
whether or not guilty of any crime what- 
soever, is entitled to legal representation. 
It surely ought not to be necessary in the 
middle of this century for someone like 
Professor Commager to point out that a 
lawyer defending a criminal need not him- 
self be considered sympathetic to crime. 


Then Professor Commager procecds to a 
defence of the necessity of experimentation. 
Without free experiment he insists that not 
only science but politics must wither and 
become sterile. Men will take refuge in 
accepted ideas, in commonplaces, medio- 
crity will triumph ; bold and original minds 
will go unheard. 

Perhaps the most timely and exciting 
chapter in an excellent little book is that 
entitled “ Guilt by Association.” 

“No more pernicious doctrine,” writes 
Professor Commager, “has ever found its 
way into American law or into popular 


Talking of books... 


By Robert Greacen 


Freedom, Loyalty, Dissent by H. S. Commager, Oxford University Press, 8s. 6d. 
The Dark Is Light Enough by Christopher Fry, Oxford University Press, 8s. 6d. 


CHRISTOPHER FRY 
A deep concern He 


_ acceptance than this 
doctrine of guilt by 
| association.” 

| He tells of the 


trick by ~~ which 
members of Con- 
| gressional commit- 


tees embarrass wit- 
nesses by declaring 
that they have been 
favourably quoted 
in the American 
Daily Worker. (In 
November, 1953, 
Senator McCarthy, 
in a radio speech, 
asserted that Mr. 
Truman’s criticism 
of him was taken 
“word for word” 


from the Daily 
Worker.) As if 
Prof. Commager, 


say, were dubbed a 
pacifist because a 
Peace News reviewer 
raises his FREEDOM, 
OYALTY, DISSENT! 
shows how 
organised bodies such as the Unitarian 
Church have already come under suspicion, 
as well as the American Library Associa- 
tion which has fought strongly against book 
censorship. Even the Society of Friends— 
“whose advocacy of peace disturbs some 
super-patriots "—is not quite as respectable 
as it was a few years ago. Where will it 
all end? 


FREEDOM, LoyaLTy, DISSENT deserves to 
become widely known and discussed; it 
has obviously been written out of passion- 
ate conviction and carries all the more 
weight—on this side of the Atlantic at 
least—because of the author’s restraint and 
scholarship. Prof. Commager speaks for the 
“other America” that compels our respect 
and admiration. 

I have already reviewed in these columns 
the London production of Christopher Fry’s 
delightful new play, THE Dark 1s Licut 
ENOUGH. the text of which is now available. 

Mr. Fry, in what he calls ‘‘a Winter 
Comedy,” has this time placed more 
emphasis on meaning than language. 
Behind it all lies a deep conviction of the 
futility of violence as in these words of 


the heroine, addressed to a soldier: 
. .- I wonder you should think 
So unhopefully of your own argument 
That you meekly and unmanfully give in 
To violence, when I am ready 
To be persuaded to your opinion 
By any truth which in God’s world 
You can put before me. 
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UN AND THE POWER STRUGGLE 
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other states were disfranchised because the 
policy of their senators was distasteful to the 
majority. The position would be even worse if 
the predecessors of those senators were being 
kept in oflice. 


Security and peace are not likely automatic- 
ally to follow organisational changes in the 
world, but they may be facilitated by them. 


The rehabilitation of the Security Council 
by the inclusion of the real Government of 
China in place of the present misrepresenta- 
tion is the outstanding need, but there are 
others. 


The so-called “ package deal” by which all 
the nations awaiting admission to the United 
Nations should be admitted together is a 
common-sense proposal in a world that needs 
toleration more than any other virtue. The 
“veto” about which so much has been said 


remains equally sensible so long as_inter- 
national unity is inevitably bound up with 
agrcement among the great powers. 


The real difficulties before the United 
Nations lie in the economic and social fields. 


Can the profession of concern for the under- 
privileged nations be transformed into practical 
schemes for raising their standards of living 
and provision for their economic and political 
enfranchisement, even at the cost of some 
reduction in the standard of living of those 
nations which have benefited not only from 
their own skill and energy but also from the 
natural riches and cheap labour of the coun- 
tries they have “ colonised ” or “ developed ” ? 


These are the questions raised by Indo- 
China, Malaya and Guatemala. They will not 
be solved by NATO, EDC or SEATO, still 
less by the Atom or Hydrogen bombs. 


Letters to 


A pacifist’s play 


ECENTLY Barbara Brown wrote of 

© Christopher Fry's play “The Dark Is 

Light Enough”: Pacifists ! This play is particu- 
lariy our own. 


Since I have seen it I entirely agree that it 
does, in fact, speak to the heart and faith of 
any pacifist. But, I had a very uncomfortable 
feeiing that those around me did not under- 
stand it very well. 


For this reason it seems to me immensely 
important that it should be supported by paci- 
fists; given time, its message might yet be 
understood. 


The Countess, brilliantly, deeply sincerely, 
and movingly played by Edith Evans, though 
accused of * making light of war,” is, in fact, 
quietly renouncing it, by refusing to be bound 
by its conventions, and with inexorable logic 
shows by her actions and her words how 
impossible and inexcusable such conventions 
must be. 


The attempt to convince her that the rather 
unpleasant deserter from the Hungarian rebel 
army--a man whom she does not even like— 
does not merit shelter but instead, death, utterly 
fails, for she replies with the simple truth that 
if he wanted to be free what else could he do 
but desert. After all the Hungarians are fight- 
ing for freedom! 


“Ts it not a quaint freedom, that lets us 
make up our minds, and not be free to change 
them,” she gently reproaches their Captain. 


This a play about the renunciation of war, 
but it is also much more than that for those 
with eyes to see and ears to hear. I am sure 
pacifists should go not once, but many times, 
sacrificing, if necessary, some other entertain- 
ment to do so. 


The very essence of the human right to live 
is here expressed by the wonderful grace of 
one of our greatest actresses, and the lovely 
words of a pcet. Moreover it fortifies our 
faith, and makes sense in a lunatic world. 

SYBIL MORRISON. 

17 St. Leonard’s Terrace, S.W.3. 


The A-Group in Islington 


ANY success achieved by the A-Group (PN 
r July 2) will be due, not only to me, but 
to the tireless efforts of a band of about thirty 
people, all of whom have sacrificed time and 
money to the campaign. Many members of 
the group have given up all their leisure time 
to the job in hand, and [ am only one of those 
who have contributed to the task. 


The basic intention of our campaign is to 
focus public attention upon the need to find 


an alternative to the policy of “ bigger and 
better bombs and deeper and longer shelters.” 
We attack ‘Civil Defence” because it pro- 
vides an illusion of security and diverts the 
minds of people from the moral and other 
problems involved, and from the real and 
urgent job of finding the constructive alterna- 
tive to the hydrogen bomb. 


We should all like to thank you for the very 
real help which Peace News has given to our 


campaign. 
MICHAEL HOWARD. 
33 Nassington Rd., N.W.3. 


CD and the H-bomb 


Hf HOPE that the campaign against CD does 
not continue too long. 


I doubt if we are likely to become pacifist 
people by being told that there is no safety 
against modern methods of attack. But while 
it continues may I make a suggestion? 


Granted that present civil defence measures 
are of very little value, the fact remains ; 


(a) that it is unlikely that we shall stop 
our armament programme in the near 
future ; 


(b) that therefore attacks on this country 
cannot be ruled out; 


(c) that if we were to spend one hundred 
times more than we are at present spending 
on safety measures something could be done 
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the Editor 


to save the lives of some of our people in 
the event of war. 


Should we not therefore urge either total 
unilateral disarmament as the alternative to 
present CD measures, or that CD should be 
taken seriously even to the point of evacuation 
to the Dominions? 


As it stands I am unhappy about the head- 
line in PN “End Civil Defence in London.” 


PATRICK FIGGIS. 
25 Uphill Rd., N.W.7. 


The Colour Bar 


J)OEs not Mr. Wardle (Delinquency and the 

Colour Bar, PN March 26) in his plea for 
unrestricted entry for tropically bred Africans 
to wet and chilly Britain rather overlook an 
unconscious act of cruelty, especially in the 
case of outdoor labourers (separated from their 
women folk and children) even were suitable 
living conditions and food prepared and 
guaranteed. 


The suggestion that the Commonwealth is a 
one-way business actually works in_ reverse, 
i.e. against the white man, in all Common- 
wealth countries (including South Africa) and 
probably in most and many Colonies; for no 
British-born white can enter into them as a 
tight, i.e. without special permit after selection, 
Pl purposes of earning a living and settling 
there. 


Again is it in the long term interest of 
Britain, already overpopulated and dependent 
upon imports for one half of its life neces- 
sities, to become deluged with an unlimited 
influx of Africans fondly seeking quick and 
easy fortunes—quite apart from the obvious 
dangers of disillusionment and distress, mis- 
woe watering of White labour and the 
ike? 


We should take the elements and essentials 
of a decent life to the African, West-Indian, 
etc. in his natural surroundings. 

S. AFRICAN READER. 


Name and address supplied. 
‘¢The Wages of Fear’ 


T HAVE been a regular reader of your 


paper since pre-war days and a distributor 
during the war. 


I value the paper although at times I am 
ashamed of it. I am ashamed of it when it 
acts as a soap-box for the various peculiar 
“isms which admittedly abound amongst our 
readers. I do feel strongly that the inclusion 
of such matter dilutes our avowed intent, and 
that the rational non-pacifist reader, who may 
be hovering on the brink, is frequently deter- 
red by advertisements and letters campaigning 
for some pet campaign or cult. 


The genesis of this letter is that published 
oy Gwyneth Anderson on “The Wages of 
ear.” 


It is in my opinion an excellent film, and 
I have recommended my intellectual friends 
to see it. It has a hard theme admittedly, but 
it is excellently produced. By giving publicity 
to Gwyneth Anderson’s unusual views any 
reader who has seen the film may well be 
forgiven for thinking that all pacifists are a 
crowd of cranks— agin everything. 

J. WILLMOT. 
Farmlands, 
43 Rookery Lane, Lincoln. 


1 RENOUNCE WAR AND 1 WILL NEVER 
SUPPORT OR SANCTION ANOTHER 
This pledge, signed by each member, is 


the basis of the Peace Pledge Union. 
Send YOUR pledge to 


P.P.U. HEADQUARTERS 
Dick Sheppard House, Endsleigh Street, W.C.I 


As this is a free Service, we 


reserve the right to select notices for T 
publication. We nevertheless desire / 
to make it as complete a service as 
we reasonably can, and therefore 


urge organisers of events to: 
Saturday, July 10 
Oak Tree Lane, Bourneville, Annual Garden 


Party. Mrs. Grace Knott. Bring and Buy Stall. 
Eric Smith's concert party. PPU. 


LONDON, W.C.1.: 3 p.m.; Dick Sheppard| Mtg. 7.30 p.m.; Junior Hall, Cong. Ch., 
Meeting of the Social| Princes St. 


Ho. 6 Endsleigh St. 


_LONDON, W.C.2 1 12.30 p.m.; Lincoln’s Inn | pence. 
BIRMINGHAM 1 3-9 p.m.; Fircroft Coltege,| ficids. Open-air mtg. Sybil Morrison. PPU.| for Box No. replies: Peace News, 3 Blackstock 


Send notices to arrive not later 
than Monday morning. Include: 
Date, TOWN, Time, Place (halt, 
Street) ; nature of event ; speakers, 


—pretferably in that order and style, 


Friday, July 16 Rd., N.4. 


DISPLAYED 


Chair: George Causer. Speaker :| required by the Thursday eight days prior to 


Order Commission. “‘ A Policy for the Peace | Canon C. F. Harman. ‘* Facing the Challenge} publication. 


Pledge Union."' All interested invited. PPU.} of the H-bomb and Communism.” FoR. 


LOUGHBOROUGH: 3.15 p.m.; Thorpe 
Community Centre. N. and E. Midlands Area 
Conference. Harold Bing. ** The Third Way— 


a World Policy for Peace-Makers.’* PPU. Cliff Rd. 


SOUTHSEA: 7.30 p.m.; Speakers’ Corner, Macquire, ‘ Creative Pacifism.” FoR. 


Southsea front. Open air mtg. ‘‘ The answer 
to the H-bomb.”* Local speakers, PPU. 


Sunday, July 11 
CLAPHAM: 3 p.m., Cla 
Open Air Mig. Sybil Morrison. PPU. 


Open-air mig. PPU. 
HYDE PARK: 7-9.30 p.m.; Pacifist Youth 
Action speakers. Every Sunday. PYAG. 


Tuesday, July 13 

LONDON: 7 p.m.; Kingsway Hall. Metho- 
dist Conference Public Mtg. Speakers: Dr. 
Donald ©. Soper, MA; Prof. Chas. A. 
Coulson, FRS; Rev. W. D. Stacey, MA; 
Chair: Rev. David Francis, BA. Subject: 
‘* Methodists Must Think Again.” MPF, 

MANCHESTER : 1-2 p.m.; Deansgate Blitz 
Site. Christian pacifist open-air mtg. Local 
Methodist ministers and others. MPF. 


Wednesday, July 14 
NOTTINGHAM : 1.15 p.m.; Open-air mtg. 
Old Market Sq. Rev, Donald Pipe and ethers 
FoR, PPU. 
Thursday, July 15 
LEYTONSTONE : 8 p.m.; Friends Mtg. Ho., 
Bush Rd. Councillor Marshall, ‘* Public Health 
in Relation to Housing.” PPU. 
LONDON, W.C.11 1.1521.45 p.m.; Church 
of St. George the Martyr, Quees—St. Weekly 
lunch-hour Service of Intercession for World 


TUNBRIDGE WELLS: 3.30 p.m.; 28 East 


Home or Abroad : 2s. 6d. for nine weeks 
AIR MAIL SUBSCRIPTION RATES 


India, Africa, Near East: 
Twelve wks. 8s.; 


Australia, New Zealand and Far East: 
Twelve wks. 9s.; 24 wks. 18s.; One yr, 38s. 


AIR EXPRESS EDITION 


to US and all parts of America, from Peace 
News US Sales Office, c/o American Friends 


Saturday, July 17 
FEDERAL UNION, 


Garden Mig. Rev. Clifford H.| ODly way to World 


Sunday, July 18 N.17. 


a INTERNATIONAL CLUB, Bath. Every PERSONAL 
Service. Discourse—Mr. Ronald] Tuesday. 7.30 p.m. Royal Literary andj ANIMAL LOVERS. Homes 
“* Spiritual! Christianity. PPU | Scientifie Institute. 18 Queen Square, Bath.| required for unwanted dogs. 


All welcome. 


PEACE NEWS 


by POST or from a NEWSAGENT 


Postal Subscription Rates 


Great Britain and Abroad (Sea Mail) 1 
Twelve wks. 5s.; 24 wks. 1@s.; One yr. 2is. 


TRIAL SUBSCRIPTION FOR NEW 


READERS : to me 


24 wks. 16s.; One yr. 34s. 


TERMS: Cash with order, 3d. per word, 


LATEST TIME for copy: Monday morning 
YEOVIL: Members Mtg. 5.30 p.m.; Public| before publication. 


MEETINGS 


When ? Speaker: Mr. Douglas Robinson (Secy. 
Federal Union), Tuesday, July 13, 8.30 p.m.,| Pk., N.S. 
Friends Meeting House, High Rd., Tottenham, 
3 Under auspices of International Friend-| board or Bed and breakfast. 
LONDON, W.11.1 3.30 p.m.; Studio, 29] ship League. 
pham Common. | addison Ave. (Nr. Holland Pk, Stn.) Pacifist 
Universalist 
GLASGOW: 8&8 Pp.m.; Queens Pk. Gate. Lightowler! 
Religion Commission. 


PLEASE HAND THIS 
TO YOUR NEWSAGENT 


Please dcliver PEACE NEWS 


Note to Newsagent—PEACE NEWS is 


dou't send stamps in payment, except for odd} Gospel of Peace. Rev. Claud M. 
Maximum length 60 words. Address} MA, B.Litt. 

MIRZA AHMAD SOHRAB, Director of The | secondhand copies urgently needed for American 
Caravan of East and West, speaks at Barn) pacifists and others, 
Hall, Southwick, Friday, July 9, 7 p.m. Recen- | Housmans Bookshop, London, N.4, 
tions at Waldorf Hotel, Sunday, 
ADVERTISEMENTS are| 3 p.m. and 7 p.m. Details, s.a.e.—** Caravan," | respecting the Faith and Practice of the Reli- 
14 Lambs Close, Edmonton, N.9. (TOTtenham | gious Society of Friends, free on application 


2522). 


OFFERED 


World Government, the HOMELY ACCOMMODATION 


Peace. How? Why ?] good food to visitors and permanent guests. . 
CANonbury 1340, Telkea Shayler, 27 Hamilton | Byles Secretarial Service, 39$ Mornsey Rd., 


Ho., Heads Nook, Carlisle. 


ACCOMMODATION WANTED AND 


AGM DELEGATE recommends Shayter for 


Smith, Quarry office manager; good cook. 


ELIJAH COMING before Christ. 


CLASSIFIED ADVERTISEMENTS 


‘ KING'S WEIGH House Charch, 
organisers (and secretary's address)| jinimum 2s. 6d. (Box No. 6d. extra). Please; nr. Bond St. Tube. Sunday at 7 p.m. The 


Duke St., LITERATURE 
ARTHUR PONSONBY'S “ Falsehood ino 
Coltman, | Wanime,” “The Cranks," “ Rebels and 


Reformers,” and other pacifist ‘* classics " ; 


payment if desired. 


July 11, QUAKERISM information and Hterature 


te the Friends’ Home Service Committee, 
Fricuds’ House. Ruston Rd., London. 


and jolly SITUATIONS AND WORK WANTED 
FIRST-CLASS — duplicating/typing. Mabel 


NL19. ARC 1745 Ext 1 
MARRIED COUPLE (37) seek position for 
one or both with living accomodation two boys 
aged 10 and 4. Wife experienced as house- 
keeper at a large provincial hotel: also 
urgently | Management of hostels and as commercial 
Husband wide 
experience institutional management, but prefe- 
World's | ‘ence for outdoor or practical work ; abke to 


only hope for peace. Wonderful book free. | “five all types of vehicle. Good references. All 


Megidd. Mission. Dent 7 


Rochford 56270. 


weekly fornia, USA. 


Rochester. NY u 

w. A. & A. F. COPPIN, Insurance and | No. 571. 
Mortgage biokers, specialise in Life Assurance. est 
4 Warwick Drive, Rochford, Essex. Phone: Building work of all kinds efficiently carried out 


suggestions welcomed and acknowledged. Box 


REPAIRS, Alterations, Conversions and 


by Parsons & Co., 323a Kennington Rd., 


US MALE TEACHER would like to visit a| %-E-!!. REL 1421 for immediate attention. 
week with British families with 12-14-year-old 
children during May, 1955. Would prefer rural 
or small city. Write immediately Airletter to 
Herbert Wehrly, Box 261, Pacific Grove, Cali- { with name and address, 3 lines. Ss. per 1,000, 


FOR SALE AND WANTED 
GUMMED LABELS @Q|{” x 4%, Printed 


Postage 3d. John Snewin, 2 Stanicy Crescent, 


WAR RESISTERS' International welcomes | Gilsland. Carlisle, 


ces Sodleutreaeaeenone cri a, gifts of foreign stamps and undamaged air 
Mail covers. Please send to WRI, Lansbury] ton €0.%° Absolutely new. Cost £9 19s. Un- 
House, 88 Park Ave., Bush Hill Park, Enfield, } wanted gift. 


Middlesex. 


No. 570. 


EDUCATIONAL 


ELECTRIC SHAVER. ‘' The New Reming- 


Bargain £8. 
Birmingham 30. 


32 Calverly Rd., 


YOUNG MEN wanted to train as priests in 
Pacifist Franciscan Community. Self-support- 
ing. Old Catholic. Write fully. USA readers 
can be put in touch with USA branch. Box} Crich, Matlock. 


HOLIDAYS 


DERBYSHIRE HILLS. “The Briara,"" 
Verctarian Guest House. 
Happy country holidays in a friendly atmoa- 
phere. Modern comforts. Ronald and Mar- 


zuerite Heymans. fel: Ambergate 44. 


Peace. Conducted by clergy and laymen Of! ceryice Committec, 130 Brattle St., Cambridge 


different denominations, 

LONDON, W.C.1: 7.30 p.m.; Dick Shep- 
pard Ho., 6 Endsleigh St. Meeting of Pacifist 
Youth Action Group. Every Thursday. PYAG. 


38, Mass. (mailed on publication day) 
$4 year. $2 six months. 
New readers : 3 month trial, $1. 


published weekly as a national newspaper at 
the retail price of 4d. It is obtainable by 
your wholesaler at the usual rates from the 
Publishers, at 3 Blackstock Rd., London, N.4. 


SPEAKING AND WRITING lessons (car- 
respondence, visit), Ss. Dorothy Matthews, 
BA. 32 Primrose Hill Rd., London, N.W.3. 
PRImrose 5686. 


HOLIDAY FRIENDSHIP Service programme 
includes Bulgaria, Austria, Israel, Portugal. 
France, Spain. Send s.a.c. 5 Goodwin's Cx., 
London, W.C.2. 
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Page Six 


“WE SHOULD SUPPORT 
COVENTRY” 


District Councillors and CD revolt 


would put the leaders of the US, Russia and 
Britain on an island like Mauritius and leave 
them there till they reached agreement. 


“Otherwise, there will be a clash, and it 
will be better for us to remain neutral and 
let them fight it out. It would be better 
for us to do so, because we don’t count for 
anything now. 


“We are here just to carry the can for 
America. We are just an advance base to 
defend America.” 


After the resolution had been put and 
carried unanimously. Ald. Nicholson asked for 
signatures to the H-bomb petition he had 
produced, The Lord Mayor was the first to 
sign it. 


Chipping Sodbury too 


“Tt is evident that the action Coventry have 
taken is the right one and we as a District 
Council should support Coventry in order to 
boost up the Government to do something” 
said Mr. A. M. Bevan, a member of Sodbury 
Rural District Council at a recent meeting. 


The Council had asked the Government 
what action they proposed to take for the pro- 
vision of deep shelters against atom bombs. 
“We have had no direction from the Govern- 
ment as to what we should do,” said the clerk, 
Mr. L. C. Rysdale. He thought the major 
problem would be one of expense. “It is 
going to be absolutely colossal to build deep 
shelters for the population in the cities. The 
figures will be astronomical and that is a factor 
which has to be borne in mind.” 


Mr. R. G. Sherwood Hale commented: 
* Going down 550 feet into Filton would not 
save Filton. Our weapons went through and 
blew up underground shelters in Germany 
when people were encaved 500 feet below 
ground.” 


“It is pretty obvious,” said Mr. E. Seymour 
Williams, “in the minds of many that they are 
not very happy about the position of the 
Civil Defence committee as far as this district 
is concerned. The non-provision of shelters is 
a good sign. It indicates that sanity is begin- 
ning to prevail. I still say that the sanity of 
mankind will stop this terrible fear of the 


WOOLWICH 


= From Page One 


Only when we ceased to squander our money 
and resources on arms could we give a decent 
standard of living to the under developed 
countries of the world and so create the spirit 
of co-operation and brotherhood which was 
what we meant by peace. 


At the close of the meeting, Hugh Brock, 
Assistant Editor of Peace News and Organiser 
of the Non-Violent Resistance Group, invited 
the audience to take tea at the Central Hall, 
Plumstead, to view the peace exhibition there, 
and resources on arms could we give a decent 
later in the evening. 


MUCAEUEAEUATAEAANEAOUEUAODATUEUEUEALATA ETO 


I IN 4 
are Opposed to the 


H-Bomb 


(according to a recent Gallup Poll) 
You can help to improve this proportion 
by distributing Peace News leaflets. 


CD AND THE H-BOMB 


4-page broadsheet 
2s. 6d., 50; 5s., 100; 45s., 1,000. Post free. 


THE HYDROGEN BOMB 


Facts we must face— 


from Einstein, Nehru, Soper, Crossman, Mrs, 
Pandit, the Press, etc., etc.. 


2s. 6d., 100; 22s. 6d., 1,000. Post free. 


Peace News Ltd. 
3 Blackstock Road, London N.4. 


No Socialist is complete 
without 


TRIBUNE 


Place a regular order with 


your newsagent or send 2s 6d 
for the next nine issues to: 


TRIBUNE PUBLICATIONS LTD. 
222 Strand, London W.C.2, E 


atomic bomb and this awful disaster that 
would overcome the world.” 4 
How many CD workers in Amesbury— 


“not one” 

Mr. A. D. Underwood, member of Ames- 
bury Rural District Council asked the chair- 
man of the Council's Civil Defence committee, 
Mr. G. R. Smith, how many trained Civil 
Defence workers there were in the District. 

Mr. Smith said he was not in a position 
to say at the time. 

“T can tell you,” said Mr. Underwood, “ We 
have not got one.” 

He proposed that the council should pass a 
resolution regretting that, in a recent state- 
ment by the Home Secretary, no details were 
given of the revision of plans for Civil 
Defence due to the existence of the hydrogen 
bomb. He also felt that the council should 
state that it was a waste of money continuing 
to train people from manuals that were 
obsolete. 

Mr. Lanfear seconded the resolution which 
was opposed by the rest of the council. 


C] From page one 


John Banks and Tom Wardle also spoke. 
The conference decided: 

1. To attempt to reach agreement on 
controversial matters by the technique of 
arriving at a “common mind” rather than 
pressing issues to a vote. 

2. To call a monthly discussion forum 
where the implications of the Third Camp 
position could be discussed. 

3. To further the idea by all means at the 
disposal of members of the conference. This 
was the acceptance of a personal respon- 
sibility. 

4. To establish contact with Third Camp 
groups and organisations in Britain and 
throughout the world. 

5. To provide speakers, and when ready 
literature, to all groups wishing to learn 
more about the Third Camp. 

Further information can be obtained from 
the Convenors, Third Camp Movement, 12 
High St., London, N.W.3. 


Europe a big factor 


—A. J. MUSTE 
TE‘HE Third Camp Movement was con- 
cerned with the possibility of pre- 
venting world catastrophe, said Rev. A. J. 
Muste, Secretary Emeritus of the Ameri- 
can Fellowship of Reconciliation, in an 
address to leading members of British 
peace organisations in London recently. 
Nothing less than a_ revolutionary pro- 
gramme which could appeal to others as well 
as pacifists would be capable of doing this, 
he said, It was necessary to create in the world 
a group of nations and people which con- 
stituted a different kind of alliance, an 
alliance of fraternity, based on a different kind 
of power—moral power. It was possible that 
in India, Africa and Western Europe people 
could be found who would subscribe to such 
an idea. But it was necessary for the Third 
Camp to have a sound ideological base if it 
were to be a positive force in the world. There 
was every hope of arriving at new and creative 
political ideas through the co-operation of 
pacifists and social and political radicals. 
Each group had much to teach the other. 
The main hope and objective of the Third 
Camp was the possibility of its being able 
constructively to influence the two great power 
blocs. At the moment there was nothing to 
influence them except each other. If there 
were a third element, not based on military 
power the deadlock could be broken and 
ealthy elements could be encouraged in both 
Russia and America. A. J. Muste believed that 
there were such elements in existence but they 
would remain unmoved by anything which was 


Youth discussion group 


for London 


HE LONDON Pacifist Youth Action 

Group has branched out in a new direction 
PYAG members had come across scores of 
young people, intrigued, but uninformed about 
pacifist method and ideology. To maintain 
their interest, PYAG has decided to hold a 
weekly discussion on Thursday evenings at 
Dick Sheppard House. 

Christopher Farley initiated a series of talks 
to be given by individual PYAG members on 
the subject of ‘Why I am a Pacifist.” He told 
his attentive audience that his attitude to 
pacifism was now largely that of the standard 
Young Friend. He had been brought up in a 
rationalist family, but from the age of 16 he 
had begun to look for something more worth- 
while, something even to assuage his sense of 
insecurity. 

A student of history, he had studied the 
complex and interwoven patterning of the 
conformist and nonconformist churches, Non- 
conformity in general, he had found, was more 
congenial, more akin to his ideals. And in 
particular was this so of the Society of Friends. 
On becoming a Quaker he felt that he had 
found what he had been looking for. 

He then went on to discuss why he felt 
Christianity incompatible with war. His words 
were lent more weight by the fact that he 
expected to be convicted and jailed last week 
on a charge of breaking the conditions of his 
registration as a CO. 


PEACE NEWS 
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Defensive 


SYBIL MORRISON 


aggression 


How could Germany help in defending herself, as part of the defence of us all, unless 


she were allowed to have an army; 
that it would be used only for defence? 


but, if she had an army how could we be assured 


—Sunday Times, July 4, 1954. 


Forty-two per cent feel that atomic weapons should be used only if an aggressor uses, 


or threatens to use them first . . 


. 25 per cent agreeing that it is a deterrent, 


therefore willing to use them in certain circumstances ; 24 per cent believe we should 


refuse to use them in any circumstances. 


—News Chronicle Gallup Poll, July 5, 1954. 


T is at least an encouraging change 

from the fearful apathy that has been 
so striking an aftermath of the second 
world war, to discover a small percentage 
of people who, for whatever reason it 
may be, are prepared to state that atomic 
weapons in no circumstances should ‘be 
used by this country. 


It is not strange, perhaps, that the largest 
percentage believe that they should be used 
only if an aggressor uses, or threatens to use 
them first, for it is natural to shrink from the 
idea of being the first to use anything so 
horrible as the nuclear fission weapons, with 
their terrible power of total destruction. 


Yet those who believe they should be used 
against an aggressor seem to think no further 


a mere reflection of the policies of either power 
bloc. The Third Camp had thus to repudiate 
both American and Russian expansionist 
policies. 


If war were joned, the United States would 
have no hesitation in bombing out Western 
Europe, he said. Similarly, if it could be done 
with impunity, the Russians would be strongly 
inclined to occupy Western Europe if Ameri- 
can influence were withdrawn. Only an 
independent, dynamic, non-power policy in 
Europe could prevent either fate from befal- 
ling her. But if such a policy could be initia- 
ted, Western Europe, in common with other 
nations of the Third Camp in Asia and Africa, 
could gradually eliminate in both East and 
West those policies based on economic and 
psychological compulsions, which drove the 
Powers to conflict. 

Rev. A. J. Muste will present the key-note 
speech at the triennial conference of the War 
Resisters’ International at Paris on July 29, 
The Theme of the Conference will be ‘“ The 
Third Camp.” 

Since his arrival in London A. J. Muste has 
addressed the National Council of the Peace 
Pledge Union and a meeting called at the 
House of Commons by Fenner Brockway, MP. 


The. Gold Coast too 


Dr. Kwame Nkrumah, Prime Minister of the 
Gold Coast, was recently returned to power 
with a sweeping majority for his party in the 
general elections. It is now only a question 
of time before the Gold Coast becomes a fully 
independent nation either within or without 
the British Commonwealth. 

Speaking after the election Dr. Nkrumah 
expressed great admiration for the neutral 
policy of India. “ I believe in a third force,” 
he said. “It is useless for us to kow-tow to 
the West or the East in the Cold War.” Dr. 
Nkrumah made it clear that “an independent 
Gold Coast would stand, like India, between 
the East and the West.” 


than that. They do not ask themselves, and 
Gallup Poll officials apparently never ask 
them to think how “an aggressor” is to be 
recognised as “threatening” to use atomic 
weapons. And yet this question is surely of 
paramount importance to those who take this 
veiw of the matter. 

Britain and America have already “ threat- 
ened” to use them; it has been most unequiv- 
ocally stated that they would be used “in 
defence.” But “there’s the rub,” for, as the 
Sunday Times points out in regard to a 
German army:— “how could we be assured 
that it would be used only for defence”? 

The basic question is:—How can anyone 
be sure to-day of the difference between 
“defence” and “aggression”? The fact that 
the A-bomb, which has given birth to all these 
other horror weapons, was used when peace 
negotiations were being sought, seems to smack 
more of “ aggression” than of any necessity of 
“defence.” No one who is not wilfully blind 
can possibly see it to-day in any other light. 

If Russia, therefore, should be as suspicious 
of us, as we are of Russia, and believe that the 
word “defence,” so constantly in the mouths 
of our statesmen, is a mere trick to disguise 
the real intention of “attack,” they might 
decide to get in the first blow. In doing so 
they would call it “defence” just as our own 
Government would if they made the same 
decision for precisely the same reasons. 


Obviously, those who believe with Winston 
Churchill, that the possession of the weapons 
will frighten the enemy into not using their 
own, must be prepared to use them, otherwise 
such a feeble bluff could be called at any 
moment. 

If we in this country, who pride ourselves 
so highly on our great principles of humanity, 
have condoned the use of napalm and atom 
bombs, and are prepared under “ certain cir- 
cumstances”* to use the H-bomb and worse, 
why should we expect the Russians to be better 
than ourselves, and refrain? 

The Sunday Times is right in posing its 
question, but fails to draw the moral con- 
clusion. No one can know to-day whether 
arms will be used for defence or aggression; 
these two words have lost their meaning in a 
world dedicating itself in the name of peace, 
to the total destruction of the human race. 

It is only after the event, sometimes many 
years after, that it is possible to make a 
judgment of where the responsibility truly 
lies. But now, when, there may be few, if any 
survivors, pinning the blame on some one 
nation will no longer be of any value; war 
criminal trials have had their futile day. The 
assessment must be made before the event, 
and it must be made now. 

Those few who expressed their belief that 
we should refuse to use the H-bomb are by no 
means likely to be pacifists, nevertheless they 
are instinctively advocating, not banning the 
bomb, but renouncing it. 

And this is the pacifist answer and the only 
moral and practical one. Pacifists can surely, 
when they think of that 24 per cent take heart, 
ang go forward with renewed courage and 

ope. 


“Positive Neutrality”—Horace Alexander on 


INDIA’S POLICY FOR PEACE 


THE friction between Pakistan and India 
_ cannot be wiped out very quickly. It 
is the result of deep conflict which has 
been going on for many years and 10 
million people still have terrible memories 
over the Punjab. 

This was the view of Mr. Horace Alexander, 
who spoke on “India, Pakistan and World 
Peace,” at a public meeting in Birmingham 
recently. 

Mr. Alexander, who was closely associated 
with Gandhi for several years and is a personal 
friend of Premier Nehru and of Premier 
Mohammad Ali, said that in Pakistan, many 
believe, and rightly, that some Indians do not 
accept partition and want to swallow Pakistan 
again. Both countries are burdened with arma- 
ments due to the quarrel over Kashmir. 


Reducing friction 


Nehru is constantly on the lookout for 
constructive ways of bringing peace, and 
believes that a way can be found of reducing 
friction and the two sides accept one another. 
Mohammad Ali too, believes in friendship 
between India and Pakistan. 

For our part, we must seek to understand 
the deep causes of enmity, and in our own 
general conversation be neither pro-Pakistan 
or pro-Indian, both need our friendship. 
Within the past few months Pakistan has 

agreed to accept aid, both military and 
economic from America. India is both sur- 
prised and unhappy about this, as Indian 
policy is not to get too involved in any one 
camp, and believes it would be disastrous if 
the Asian countries became bound up with 
one military bloc as against another. 

The majority of Indians regarded the US 
troops in South Korea as an indication of 
Colonialism, which they didn’t like. Colonial- 
ism is evidently not a thing of the past. 

The Asian-African feeling is that now one 
Imperialism has gone, another has come ; 
namely, USSR and America, who are now 
coming to help! 

The Asian countries who have won their 
freedom mean to keep it, and rather view 


Americans as being intoxicated with their 
newly found power. They also believe that the 
Chinese Government should be represented in 
the UN. 

Some people believed that Gandhi was 
being forgotten but this was not so; his life 
and example has sunk right deep into people 
and Nehru has accepted Gandhi’s non- 
violence. 

Nehru’s policy is one of “ Positive Neu- 
trality,” believing that whilst keeping the 
peace, all sorts of peaceful practices will be 
going on, in people’s minds too. 

If India and Pakistan are to be an effective 
voice towards world peace they must tackle 
and overcome their internal problems, and if 
they are not caught up in our power politics 
ney will then have something very real to 
offer. 
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